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REMARKLS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding Advisory Action mailed .lanuary 9. 
2007. Applicant respectfully files a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) and submits that 
claims I. 4, and 6-13 have been amended hereby, Support to the changes of the claims can be 
found in the previously presented claims, disclosure and the drawings and no new matter has 
been added to the application. After caiefoilly considering the remarks set forth in this Office 
Action and the cited references. Applicant respectfully submits that the presently pending claims 
1-12 are in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and allowance of those claims arc 
respectfully requested, 



Claim ReiectioHS - 35 U.S.C. 8 112 



The Office Action rejected claims 1-13 under 35 U.S.C, 1 12 as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter. 



In response to the rejection to claims 1 under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. applicant has amended claim 
1 to render this rejection moot. As such, Applicant submits that claims 1-13 are now in 



condition for allowance. 



With respect to claim I. applicants submit that such a white LBD device, as set forth in 
claim 1 , is described in the specification (page 5. f.0016]) and drawn in Fig. 2. Referring to Fig. 2. 
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one electrode of each of ihe iavo diodes 1 1 and 12 are connected with an electrode frame 2 1 and 
the other electrode of each of the two diodes 1 1 and 12 are connected with the other electrode 
frame 22 through the leads 13 and 14. Therefore, applicant combines the features of the first 
electrode frame.and a second electrode frame, as recited in claim 6, into claim 1. Therefore, the 
claim I, as currently amended, has distinctly claimed the subject matter and sliould be allowed. 



Claim Rejections -3S U.S.C. 6 1(>3 



Claims 1-3, 6, 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatenable over Shimi2U 

t 

et al. (US 2002/0070681) in view of Isolcawa et al. (US 6,024.252). 



f,i response to the rejections to claims 1-3. 6, 7 under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a), the exainincr 
recites that Isokawa et al. discloses that the first electrodes of the dies 3 and 5 are electrically 
connected to the first electrode frame 1 and the second electrodes 4 of dies are electrically 
connected to the second electrode frames 2 of LED. 

Kowcver, applicant submits that, referring to the Fig. 1 and the specification (column 3, 
65-67) of Isokawa et al.. the die 5, as recited by the examiner, is a Zcner diode chip 5, which 
protective element for protection of the LED chip 3. Moreover, the speci fication (column 4, 
53-65) of Isokawa et al. discloses that Zener diode chip 5 is usually made of silicon 
semiconductor and the device utilizes a phenomenon that when a large backward voltage is 
applied to a pn junction in a semiconductor with a high impurity concentration, electrons Rows 
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applied to a pn junction in a semiconductor witli a high impurity concentration, electrons flows 
through the pn junction by a tunnel effect. Therefore, with the first and second leads heinfi 
connected by the LED chip 3 and the Zener diode chip 5 disposed in parallel wth reverse 
directions to each other, the LED chip 3 has no obstacles in operation. 

Based on the aforesaid description, the die 5. as recited by tlie examiner, is neither a LED 
nor a light emitting device. In other words, the Zener diode chip 5 is merely a protective 
element for prnroption of the chin 3 . which represents that the device structure of Isokawa 
et al. has only one LED and is apparently different from the device structure (has two LEDs) of 
Shiraizu et al. Therefore, it is concluded that the two references cannot be combined. The claim 
I of the present application is submitted to be unobvious over Shimizu et al. and Isokawa et al.. 
and any of the other cited references, taken alone or in combination, and should be allowed. 

In addition, applicant submits that claims 2-3, 6, 7 depend on allowable independent 
claim 1, thus should also be allowable. 



Claims 4, 5. 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C .l 03 (a) as being unpatenable over Shimizu et 
al. and Isolcawa et al., and further in view of Suenaga (US 2004/0120155). 



Applicant submits that claims 4, 5. 8 depend on allowable independent clahn 1. thus 



should also be allowable. 
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Claims 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S-C. 103 (a) as being unpatenable over Sbimizu et 
al. and Isokawa et al and further in view of Chang et al. (TW 546854). 



Applicant submits that claims 9-12 depend on allowable independent claim 1, thus should 



also be allowable. 



Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatenable over Sbimizu et al., 
Isokawa et al., Chang et al.. aiid further in view of Wang et al. (US 2006/0028122). 



Applicant submits that claim 13 depends on allowable independent claim 1, thus should 



also be allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

For at least the foregoing reakons, it is believed that the pending claims 1-12 are in proper 
condition for allowance and an action to such effect is earnestly solicited. If the Examitaer 
believes that a telephone conference would expedite the examination of tiie above-identified 
patent application, tfic Examiner is invited to call the undersigned. 



Jianq Chyun Intellectual Property Office 

7'^Floor-l,No. 100 

Roosevelt Road, Section 2 

Taipei, 100 

Taiwan 

Tel: 011-886^2-2369-2800 
Fax: 011-886-2-2369-7233 
Email: bf^lindar5)icir pTQup-com.tw 
IJ&a(S).jcip f*;rQup-com.tw 



Respectfully submitted, 

elinda Lee 
Registration No.: 46,863 
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